
HAY 1S 20DB 
1 BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 
2 
3 IntteMatterof 
4 
5 Republican Victory Committee, Inc., a/k/a 
6 Republican Victory 2004 Committee 
7 and Jody Novacek, in her offidd 
8 capacity as treasurer ) MUR 5472 
9 Jody Novacek, in her penond capacity 

10 Jason Novacek 
11 Freeda Novacek 

^ 12 BPO. Inc. 
2! 13 BPO Advantage LP 
^ 14 
rM 15 
^ 16 GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT «2 
ST 17 
2 18 L ACTIONS RECOMMENDED 
H 

19 (1) Find proteble caure to bdieve foat foe Repubtean Victoiy Committee, Inc. 

20 a/k/a Republican Victory 2004 Conunittee and Jody Novacek, in her officid cqucity as 

21 treasurer C'RVC") and Jody Novacdc C'Ms. Novacek") ̂  in her persond capacity, 

22 teowingly and willfolly violated 2 U.S.C. § 441h(bXl); 

23 (2) Find proteble caure to telieve foat foe RVC and Jody Novacek, in her officid 

24 capacity as tteasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 441d(a) and 441d(c); 

25 (3) Find proteble caure to telieve foal tte BPO, foe. and BPO Advantage LP 

26 teowingly and willfolly violated 2 US.C. § 441h(b)(2); 

27 (4) Find no reascm to telieve Jason Novacek and Freeda Novacek violated foe Act 

28 and close foe file as to there respondente; 

29 (5) Tdte no fiiifoer action in regard to tte reascm to telieve findings dut tte RVC 

30 and Jody Novacdc, in her officid capadty as treasurer and peiscnul capadty, knowingly 

' Any reflBrenoe to Ms. Novacek is hiiended to refer to her in her perKmd capachy, any refm 
Coinmittee is intended to include Ms. Novacek in her officid capacity as treasurer. 
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1 and willfdly violated 2 US.C. §§ 433(a) and 434(a) by fdling to file tfu appropriate 

2 reports wifo foe Commission based an prosecutorid discretion; 

3 (6) Aufoorize post-probable caure conciliation; 

4 (7) 

5 (8) Approve Ite appropriate letten; and 
ST 
hs 6 (9) 

7 
Qi 

^ 8 U. BACKGROUND 
ST 

CP 9 This matter was initiated through a ccnnpldnl filed by tte Republican National 

*̂  10 ConinnitleeC'RNC') which dleged dut certdn solicitations to foe public made by the 

11 Republican Victoiy Conunittee, Inc. a/k/a Republican Victtny 2004 Committee C'tiie 

12 RVC) violated foe Fbderd Election Campdgn Act of 1971. as amended ("foe Act"), by 

13 teowingly and willfolly fraudulentiy nusrepresenting ilrelf as bdng affiliated wifo or 

14 acting on tehdf of tte Republican Party. Based on foe informaticm avdlable at foe time, 

15 induding a respcmre from Ms. Novacek, foe Conunissicm fotmd leascm to bdieve that: 

16 (1) foe RVC and Ms. Novacek, in her penond capacity, knowingly and willfdly violated 

17 2 U.S.C. §§ 433(a) and 434(a) by fdling to file foe appropriate reports wifo du 

18 Commisdon; (2) tte RVC and Ms. Novacek, in her persond capadty, violated 2 U.S.C. 

19 § 441h(b)(l) by teowingly and willfolly participating in a scheme or plan dedgned to 
20 fraudulentiy misrepresent foemwlves as soliciting fonds cm behdf of foe Republican 

21 Nationd Comnuttee; (3) BPO, Inc. and BPO Advanttige LP (collectively, "foe BPO 

22 entities") violated 2 US.C. f 441h(b)(2) by teowingjy and willfidly participating in a 

23 reheme or plan dedgned to finauchdentiy misrepresent ttemwlves as solidting fonds cm 
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1 tehdf of du Republican Nationd Conumttee;' and (4) tfu RVC violated 2 US.C. 

2 §§44 ld(a) and 441d(c) by fdling lo affix foe appropriate direldmer to ite solidtetions. 

3 The Commisdon took no action at foat tinu regarding Jason Novacek and Freeda 

4 Novacek dfoough Ite Compldnt named them as respcmdents. 

5 Since Ihe Conunisdon's reason to teteve determinaticm,̂  our investigation 
ifl 

6 ccmfirmed that Ms. Novacek was foe sole individud respcmdble fbr bmh foe RVC and 
rM 
^ 7 foe BPO entities and foal, duough tfu RVC and foe BPO entities, ste made fraudulent 
0 
rM 
^ 8 nusrepresenteticms to vendon and to foe generd public stating or implying that tte RVC 
ST 

Q 9 was rddng mcmey for foe Republican Party and/or tte RNC.̂  In responre to there 
rH 

*̂  10 fraudulent solidtations, foe RVC dtinutely recdved approximately $75,000 in 
11 ccmlributions. See Generd Counrel's Brief ("GC Brief') at 3, fo. 2 for more infoimation 

12 reganling foe ccmtributicms received by tte RVC. Finthermore, foe discldmen acMed to 

13 foe solicitetions did not conform to foe Act's reqdrenunte. 

14 

* We have addressed the BPO enlitieB collecdvely. BFO, Inc. was the eqdvalem of a parent company fbr 
BPO Advamage. LP. In addition, widi respect to die activities subject to diis investigatkm, the BPO 
entities operaled as a smgle umt and Ms. Novacek was the sole udividud responsible for and acting on 
behdf of bodi entities, which, essentidly, were her alter egos. 

' Ms. Novacek evaded all attempts at contact for nearly a year and a half She refused to accept the reason 
to bdieve notifications sent via certified mail to her last known address in Texas, and we repeatedly 
attempiBd to comact her by using a private process server and thnmd* dw United States Mwshairs ofiRce 
in DalUs. However, nddier was successfiil hi kicating Ms. Novacdc and Ms. Novacek refused to respond 
to any notifications left at her door by U.S. Marshalls. We were eventtully able to locate and serve Mi. 
Novacek in Nebraska. 

^ Ms. Novacek incorporsted the RVC ui Texas in early 2004. Ms. Novacek essentially was die RVC; no 
one else assisted her or was an eniployBe or nwmberctf, or even a vdunfeer for, the RVC Inker 
deposition testimony, Ms. Novacek described hersdf u die "brainchikT or "foundô  ofthe RVC. General 
Qninsd's Brief at 3-4. She conducted dl of RVC's activities fom her home and had no hdp, other than 
die assistance of neighbon to hdp te take in te mdl or open envekipea when she was out of town. ALat 
4. She admitted dut she done did dldte woric for die RVC. 
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1 Ms. Novacek was served wifo tte GC Brief, which is inoorporated herdn by 

2 reference setting forth our positicm on Ite factud and legd issues of foe matter. In 

3 responre, Respondente dispute nuny of tte factud concludons diwussed in tte Brief. 

4 See Reply Brief C'RVC Brief'). In particular, Ms. Novacek asserts tfut foe RVC never 

5 represented ilrelf to ite fondrdsing vendon', Apex CoVantage, Inc. C'Apex") cnr 
0 

6 Advantege. Inc. ("Advantage"), as woiking with or on behdf of foe Republican Naticmal 
rM 
1̂  7 Committee C'RNC*); foat any violations of foe Act (including tte discldmer violation) 
rM 

<gr 8 were unintenticmd "rookie nusttdces" and not teowing and willfid violaticms of foe Act; 

CP 9 and that any statenunte to foe ccmtraiy regarding foe nusrepresenteticms provided by 
mi 
mi 

10 mdivichids associated wifo Apex and Advantage are falre. 5ee RVC Brief. 

11 However, Ihe evidence, including statemente from fcmr Apex employees, 

12 establishes foat Ms. Novacek, acting an behdf of foe RVC and BPO entities, made 

13 fraudulent nusrepresentations to foncbdsing vendon and to foe generd public stating or 

14 implying that foe RVC was rdsing money for foe Repubtean Party and/or foe RNC. 

15 Furfoer, Ms. Novacek has not produced any evidence to corroborate her verncm of foe 

16 evente, nanuly that ste nude it clear to bofo Apex and Advantage employees foat she 

17 was not wcnking cm behdf of foe RNC, ncn* has she provided any evidence impeaching 
18 foe credibiUty of Ite wilnessea who provided infcnmaticm regarding her frauddent 
19 misreprerentaticms. 

As discussed more folly in the GC Brief at pages 4-12, Ms. Novacek crafted a lelemarfceting fundraising 
campaign to soIicU donations to die RVC and nnde dl finandd and oonlracnid anangemenis through 
BPO. fo fuithenuice of her campaign, Ms. Novacdc hired Apex as a subcontractor to nnake the first set of 
iundnising calls with nuiliî  requesting the promised omuibutions and donations. /dLat4. Afbw 
mondis afler tlw program when Apex was terminalBd, Mk Novacdc began a second set of calls with a 
difSerem vendor. Advamage. IdL Advantage made similar aolicitatkm calls and bodi sets of adicitation 
calls garnered a tottd of appraxinwtdy $75AXX) m contributions. Id. at 5. 
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1 Accordingly, for foe reascms set forth in foe GC Brief and discussed telow, we 

2 recommend foat foe Comnussion find probable caure to telieve foat RVC and Jody 

3 Novacek, in her persond capacity, teowingly and willfidly violated 2 UJS.C. 

4 § 441h(bXl); probable caure to bdieve dial foe RVC violated 2 US.C. §§ 441d(a) and 

5 44ld(c); probable caure lo telieve that foe BPO entities knowingly and willfolly violated 
rs 
^ 6 2 US.C. § 441h(bX2); and exereire ite prosecutorid discreticm and tate no fiirther action 
rM 
rH 

Qi 7 in regard to the finding foat tte RVC and Jody Novacek, in ter perscmd capacity, 
ro 
^ 8 teowingly and willfolly violated 2 U.S.C.§§ 433a and 434(a). We dso recommend foat 
ST 

^ 9 Ihe Conmiission find no reason to telieve foat Jason and Freeda Novacek, Ms. Novacek's 
rH 

10 brofoer and sister-in-law, wte were listed as directms of tte RVC, violated the Act 
11 becaure it appean foey were not involved wifo foe operations of tte RVC. 

12 IIL imum 

13 A. The Rcaoondente* fteudiilcnt ndarmprMnmions conatitute knowing 
14 and wUllkil doiationa of tte AeL 
15 

16 During our investigaticm, we obtdned stetemente from four Apex employees wifo 

17 whom Ms. Novacek dedt during foe contract negotiaticms between Apex and foe RVC as 

18 well as foe resulting solicitation program. GC Brief at 5-6. There individuds cleariy 

19 stated foat, based on Ms. Novacek's ond and written represenlaticms, foey telieved foat 

20 tte RVC was rdsing mcmey for tte Republican Party and/or tte RNC. Tte written 
21 representeticms include tte Statement of Woik atttuhed to foe ccmtract between Apex and 

22 foe BPO entities and signed by Ms. Novacek. which described foe program as "Outteund 

23 Tdenurketing Fundrdsing for foe Republican Party" and direussed tte revenue split foat 

24 will go to foe *WP." GCBrief aid; Attachments. Fiuther, foe solidtation cdls were 

25 followed up wifo letten tfut included statemente, which either explicitiy ae implicitiy 



MUR 5472 (Republican Victtny Committee) 
General Counsel's Report #2 
Page6 

1 referred to Ite Republican Party. For example, tfu letter ccmldns tfu following 

2 Stetemente: "I am gratefid foal our PSity can counl cm your help to support Republicans 

3 across tte countty win elections." and "The Republican Party can counl on my support to 

4 telp candidates at tte stete & locd level." See Attachment 2. 

5 Respondente argue foat the RVC never represented to vendon or tte public foal it 
00 

6 was solidting fonds on tehdf of foe Republican Party or foe RNC, dfoough it did 
rM 
^ 7 ccmsideritrelf as a "small piece cyf tte Republican marketplace." See RVC Brief al 2. 
rM 
^ 8 Ms. Novacek ccmtends that ste made it clear to foe Apex employees, during tte courre of 
ST 
CP 9 tte conbaci negotiations and subsequent solidtation efforte on behdf of foe RVC, foat 
mi 10 foe RVC was not affiliated wifo foe RNC. Mat 6. Ste dso tates issue wifo foe veradty 

11 of tfu statemente provided by foe Apex employees, namely Tom Madchix, and cldnu that 

12 Mr. Maddux is teing forced to nusrepresent foe troth in order to retdn his employment 

13 wifo Apex. Id at 3. Ms. Novacek dso aigues foat, if foe Respcmdente' acticms are 

14 viewed as bdng in violaticm of Ite Act, foore actions shodd te ccmsidered as foe resdt 

15 of unintenticmd "rookie mistakes" and not teowing and willful violaticms of foe Act Id 

16 or 4,9. 

17 As to foe "OOV* reference contdned in tte Statement of Work, Ms. Novacek 

18 offen no specific explanaticm for ite inclusicm as part of foe Apex ccmtract. Ste has 

19 offered cmly a generd explanaticm for foe misreprerentaticms in her verbd direusdcmB, 

20 ccmtractoal agreement and solicitaticms, nanuly foat she bdieved ste ccmid ure such 

21 terms dnce tte RVC ocrnddered itsdf as a "smdl piece of foe Republican maricetplace." 

22 RVC Brief al 4. Ms. Novacek provides tte same generd explanation for tte includon of 

23 tfu terms "GOP" and "Republican Party" as well as specific references to candidates in 
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1 Ihe follow up letten dut were sent to potentid contributtns after tte imtid solicitetion 

2 calls. Id. at 10. 

3 Ms. Novacek's assertion tfut dl of tfiere indivichials, particutely Mr. Maddux̂  

4 are bdng untmfofd is dmply not credible given foe fact that Ma. Novacek has provided 

5 no reascmable motivation for any of dure individuds lo misrepresent Ite trufo in fois 

6 matter. Spedfically, Ms. Novacek cldms foat Mr. Maddux is nusrepresenting foe trofo 

Qi 7 in an effort lo retdn his employment wifo Apex. However, she provides no rationde as 
ra 
^ 8 to why Mr. Madcfox's employment wifo Apex would te in jeopardy or how his dleged 
0 
rH 9 misrepresentaticm would fiuther his efforts to retdn his position wifo Apex. 
rH 

10 Additicmd evidence in this matter includes statemente from indivichids wte 

11 recdved solicitetion cdls and subsequentiy ccmtribuled to tte RVC. RVC Brief at 10. 

12 All of there individuds telieved that foey were teing asked to contritete to tte 

13 Republican Party or du RNC. 5eeGCBrief at9. Ms. Novacek attempte to cast doubt on 

14 tte veracity of dure individuals, steting ttet ste finds il difficdt lo telieve foat foere 

15 individuds could dl recdl foe specifics of foe solicitidon cdls as wdl as tfu bdiefs tfuy 

16 had when making foe contributions after so much time had elapsed. Id Yet, tte fact 

17 remdns ttel dl six contributon teve steted thdr tetef ttet foey were giving to a sub-

18 group of tte RNC cn: to a group sinular to tte Nationd Republican Senatcnid Commiltee, 

19 and all telieved foat fodr money was going to te used toward foe re-election of President 

20 Bush. See GC Brief at 9. 

* Mr. Maddux was dw Group Presdem of Apex and respondbte fbr dw Knowledge Processing 
Oulaourdng Group which handled dwooiqMny's call cemer bushwss. Although, Mr. Maddux had only 
neoemly begun working widi Apex ui 2003 when he was approached by Ms. Novacek dxHit hiring Apex, 
he had been personally acqudiMBd witti Ml Novacdc for many yean prior to that time. 
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1 Based on tte avdldile evidence set forth ateve, foe RVC and Ms. Novacek 

2 violated § 441h(bXl) by making phone cdls, nulling letten and entering into agreemente 

3 for foe puipow of solidting ccmttitetions while nusrepresenting that foey were acting 

4 under tte aufoority of Ite Republican Party. In addition, foe violaticms of foe Act were 

5 knowing and willfiil. See GC Brief at 17. Tte evidence establishes foat there are nm tte 
CP 
<io 6 misgdded actions of a 'Yookie" tet rafoer foe deliberate and intentiond acticms of an 
rM 
*̂  7 individual well versed in foe politicd teiemariceting area as demcmstrated by Ms. 
Ql 

rM 
^ 8 Novacek's own testimony. GC Brief at 3. Ms. Novacek had extensive personal 
ST 

0 9 experience woridng with bona-fide Republican-affiliated entities, including candidates, 
rH 

10 candidate aufocnized political conunittees, foe RNC, and state parties. However, it is 

11 important to note foat Ms. Novacek repeatedly refen to foe Respondente' fraudulent 

12 nusrepresentations as merely "rookie mistakes," while at tte same time providing a 

13 detdled dereripticm of her teowledge and experience in telenuiketing fundrddng for 

14 politicd cliente. See RVC Brief at 5,8-9 and 12; see also GC Brief at 3. Based on foe 

15 breadfo of her teowledge and experience in this area, Ms. Novacek was aware cn: shodd 

16 have been aware dut foe ure of du wording "Republican PUty," "OOP," "RNC and 

17 referendng spedfic candidates such as Geoigp Bush in her conversaticms wifo Apex 

18 personnel, foe Apex contt:act, phone solicitetions and follow up letten would reasondily 

19 give Apex and potentid contributcns foe impresdon foat tte RVC was rdsing fonds on 

20 behdf of du Republican Party or foe RNC 

21 Fiiifoermore, becaure foe RVC was operated solely by Ms. Novacek, it was foe 

22 legd entity that financidly "benefited" from Ms. Novacek's acticms, had no existence 

23 ofoer than through foe actions of Ms. Novacek and acted as her dter ego. we telieve 
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1 there is suffideni evidence fod foe RVC shcmld te held respondble for teowingly and 

2 willfully fraudulentiy misrepresenting itedf as part of foe Republican Party and/or foe 

3 RNC. See 2 US.C. § 441h(bXl). Similarly, becaure Ms. Novacek also was foe only 

4 individud responsible for Ihe BPO entities and becaure tte BPO entities entered into 

5 ccmtracte on tehdf of Ite RVC to mate the solidtation cdls in questicm, we telieve foat 
H 

OO 6 Ite BPO entities dso shodd te teld respcmsible for teowingly and willfully participating 
rM 

7 in or ccmspiring to paitidpate in a scheme or plan to fraudulentiy misreprerent foe RVC 
rM 

8 as representing foe Republican Party and/or RNC. Ste 2 US.C. § 441h(b)(2). 
CP 9 B. The RVC vkA'̂ ^ ^ Afm̂MuMtr orovidon of tte Act 
^ 10 

11 The RVC made more foan SOO solicitation phone cdls of an identicd or 

12 sutetanlidly dmilar nature wifoin a 30-day period. See GC Brief at 10-12. See also 

13 11 C.F.R. §§ 100.26,100.28. Nonetfuless, dfoough foe cdls and du follow-up letten 

14 stated foal ttey were made (in foe care of Ite cdls) or pdd for (in Ite care of foe letten) 

15 by the "Republican Victory Comnuttee," it is undisputed that foe call reript did not 

16 ccmtdn a suffideni direldmer as to wte pdd fen: or aufoorized foe calls despite tte fact 

17 foat foey were direct solidtations for dcnutions, and foe discldmer on foe letter was not 

18 in a tex and did not ccmtdn tte street adchess, telephcme number ar World Wide Web 

19 address of foe RVC as reqdred by 2 US.C. § 441d(a); 11 C.F.R. § 110.11(a). See 

20 Attachment 2. Ms. Novacek adnulted foat ste kiuw she needed to ure a discldmer cm 

21 ttecallsandmdienbecauwcxf her prior politicd work. GC Brief at 21. Ste cldmed 

22 foat she tteught her direldmer was "in ccnnpliance," but also adnulted foat, despite her 

23 repeatedreferencestodecticmlawincorrespondencewifo Apex and Advantage and in 

24 the solidtations made by Advantage which gave foe impresdcm foat she was scmuwhd 
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1 teowledgeable about tte legd reqdrenunte, she never read foe Act or Commissicm 

2 regdations. hL 

3 Ms. Novacek, in du RVC's brief, has offered no new defenre regarding foe lack 

4 of an appropriate direldmer on foe letten and phcnu cdls except to add foat it was a 

5 "first time around the block" misttdu. RVC Brief at 9. Therefore, we reconunend foat 
rM 
^ 6 foe Ccnnmissicm find proteble caure to telieve foat foe RVC and Ms. Novacek, in her 
rM 

7 official capacity as treasurer violated 2 US.C. §§ 441d(a) and 441d(c). 
rM 
ST 8 C Jaaon and Fireeda Novaeek were not involved wtth tte ooerattona of tte 
^ 9 RVC and, therefore, teve not vtolated anv Brovirion of tte AcL 

10 

11 Jason Novacek is Ms. Novacek's brofoer, his wife is Freeda Novacek. Dep. at 

12 l(X):4-6. They are listed as directon of foe RVC cm foe articles of incorporation filed in 

13 Texas, as well as foe Form 8871 filed wifo du IRS. Attachment 1. They were referenced 
14 in tte Compldnt as pcrtentid respondente and were notified acccndingly; foe Comnussion 

15 has not yet taken any action wifo respect to foem. 

16 Ms. Novacek claimed that ndfoer Jascm ncn Freeda Novacek were involved in 

17 any actud activities engaged in by foe RVC, had no teowledge of any detdls of foe 

18 RVC, and did not give any advice cn have any input into foe RVC's activities. See Dep. 

19 at 104:16-105:1.̂  Ndtiur Mr. Maddux (Apex) nor Mr. Butete (Advantage) ever did any 

20 work with or recall ever hearing about Jason or Freeda Novacek. Ofoer foan foe articles 

21 of incmporation and Fcnm 8871 prepared and filed by Ms. Novacek, Jason and Iteeda 

^ Ms. Novacek initially cldmed dut Jason and Freeda Novacdc knew tiwir nines were listed aa directtns 
on dw forms: however, later she implied dut dwy had'*genendlŷ  agreed to work fbr dw Committee a^ 
diat dw oidy conversations Ma. Novacek had wifo Jaaon and Fteeda Novacek appear to have been casud 
conversaticms among family menriwn. Dep. at 104:16-22. 
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1 Ncwaoek do not appear on any (sfoerclocununte or in any Other ccnrespcmdencerdating 

2 to ttu RVC. 

3 In addition, even on foe forms prepared by Ms. Novacek, foe address for Jason 

4 and Freeda Novacek is actudly Ms. Novacek's home ackiress in Texas. Attachment 1. 

5 Therefore, it appean foat neither Jason nor Freeda Novacek were actodly involved in any 

09 6 way with foe RVC. Fen: foore reascms, we recmmnend ttet tte Ccnnmisdcm find no 
rM 
^ 7 reascm to telieve foat Jason and Fteeda Novacek violated foe Act 
0 
fSI 
^ 8 D. Thg riMnnnMon ahould czerdae Ite Dmaecû «f<f I iMê ^̂ etton and tate no 
ST 9 fiirther action In rcaawi *« ff'UBon to tell™ fiiMMng fĥ t a». ijVC and 
0 10 Jodv Novacek, In her nersonal canadtv- knowpifoiv wiliipv violated 

11 2 UAC M 43yal and 434(â  
12 
13 The Commission previously found reason to telieve tfut foe RVC and Jody 

14 Novacek, in her penonal capadty, teowingly and willfdly violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 433(a) 

15 and 434(a) by failing to file Ite appropriate direlosure repcnte wifo the Commissicm. In 

16 light of foe ofoer serious violaticms at issue in this matter, we did not include a discussion 

17 of foere issues in foe GC Brief. Therefore, we recommend foat foe Ccnnmission exereire 

18 ite prosecuttnial direretion and tate no further action regarding foere violations. See 

19 Heclder v. Chaney, 470 US. 821 (1985). 

20 IV. DISCUSSION OF CONCILUTION AND CIVIL PENALTY 

21 We recommend that the Commissicm enter into post-probable caure ccmciliation 

22 with foe Respondente. I 
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3 V. RECOMMENDATIONS 

1. Find probable caure to believe foat foe RVC and Jody Novacdc, m her 
persond and official capacities, teowingly and willfolly violated 2 U.S.C. 
§44lh(bXl); 

2. Find probable cause to believe that foe RVC and Jody Novacek, in her officid 
capacity, violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 441d(a) and 441d(c); 

3. Find probdile cause to believe ttet foe BPO entities teowingly and willfolly 
violated 2 US.C. § 441h(bX2); 

4. Tate no further action in regard to foe reason to believe findings that foe RVC 
and Jody Novacek, in her persond and officid capacities, knowingly and 
willfully 2 US.C. §§ 433(a) and 434(a) based on exercise of prosecutorial 
direretion; 

5. Find no reason to telieve Jason and Freeda Novacek violated foe Act and 
clore tte file as to foere respondente; 

6. Aufoorize post-proteble caure conciliation; 

7. I 

4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
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20 
21 
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24 
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28 
29 
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31 Date 
32 
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